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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1-3,5,6,7-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Edwards in GB 2,362,868 in view of Andrews et al. in U.S. Patent No. 6,229,1 14 
and Fry in U.S. Patent No. 3,629,546. Edwards discloses cutting a stack of films(see 
last two lines of page 2) (including PVOH) in the form of a web comprising a plurality of 
filled and sealed compartments (by sealing station 16). Edwards however uses a die 
cutting process instead of laser cutting to cut the stack of films. Andrews et al. teaches 
that laser cutting can cut with precision and with no mechanical distortion as compared 
to die cutting (e.g. see column 12, lines 46-53). Fry teaches laser cutting through 
plastic. It would have been obvious to adapt Edwards in view of Andrews et al. and Fry 
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to provide laser cutting of tine PVOH film to cut with more precision and no mechanical 
distortion. Regarding claim 3, Edwards discloses cutting after two films are sealed (i.e. 
laminated) at station 16. Regarding claim 5, see column 2,lines 20-26 which disclose 
the thickness of the walls is on the order of microns and a film of 75 microns. 
Determining the most desirable thickness would be obvious as a mere optimization of 
the desired thickness for this purpose of storing liquid in the absence of evidence of 
unexpected results. Regarding claim 6, Edwards discloses producing a base web 
water soluble film containing a plurality of pockets, filling each pocket with a 
composition, sealing the pockets with a top water soluble film of PVOH to produce 
closed containers, and separating at least one container by cutting using a die cutting 
process. Andrews et al. teach that laser cutting can cut with precision and with no 
mechanical distortion as contrasted with die cutting (see column 12, lines 46-53). Fry in 
U.S. Patent No. 3,629,546 teaches laser cutting through plastic. It would have been 
obvious to adapt Edwards in view of Andrews et al. and Fry et al. to provide this to cut 
the PVOH films to separate the containers with more precision and no mechanical 
distortion. Regarding claims 7-13, see page 2, lines 14-27 of Edwards in GB 2,362,868. 
4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Edwards 
in GB 2,362,868 in view of Andrews et al. (114) and Fry in U.S. Patent No. 3,629,546 as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Chow et al. in U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2002/0068668. Chow et al. teaches using a laser to score (perforate) a 
pattern on an easy open, easy tear package to open the package. It would have been 
obvious to adapt Edwards in view of Andrews et al.. Fry (546) and Chow et al. to 
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provide tliis to easily tear open the package or separate the package from other 
packages. 

5. Fry in U.S. Patent No. 3,626,143 scores a thermoplastic substrate. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Geoffrey S. Evans whose telephone number is (571)- 

272- 11 74. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:00AM to 3:30 PM 
(flexible). If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tu Hoang can be reached on (571)-272-4780. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Geoffrey S Evans/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3742 



